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THE eet | The attention of the Bar is| Att J 1954 
RIMINAL LAW—A sentence to, be less than one year. | canes “a Rule grt whieh: yoo | orneys 2 anuary 
state prison for a minimum Nor is the maximum-minimum | hibits attorneys a taking af- ; : 
of one year and maximum of policy applicable because there | !davits or administering oaths; 15. On July 1, 1953, S, the own- | purchase, V knew nothing about 
one year is permissible as an are seven sentences for one year | 1" ny action in which they, or aj er and developer of a tract of | S’s oral promise to B concerning 
==—=4 .xception to the rule of State each or a cumulative sentence | ™ember of their firm, are attor-| land in Warren County, N.J.,| the insertion of stand-back re- 
y. Moore where the maximum of seven years. The convictions | M€YS Of record. The Administra- | Known as “Paradise” and com-|strictions “in the deeds of all 
penalty for the offense is one involve individual offenses| tive Office of the Courts has rul-| prising 200 lots, conveyed one} subsequent grantees of lots 
Ys vear and there is no reforma- punishable separately. It in- | €d that this applies also to Rule | of the lots fronting on the West-| fronting on Beauty Lane”. On 
aN tory in the County. volves separate and_ distinct | 4:115-3 (taking of acknowledg- | erly side of Beauty Lane to B for| Aug. 15, 1953, while B was in 
There is no authority for Criminal acts, not a_ single| ments on renunciations). $2,000 cash. S’s deed to B con-| Mexico, V proceeded to erect a 
Tcumulating separate consecu- Offense continuous in nature.| It is requested that attorneys | tained no restrictive covenants; | house on his (V’s) lot, the front 
aes antieeen ts wade prison Absent a_ statutory provision,| adhere strictly to these rules and} but, at the time of the convey- | wall of which stood only 15 feet 





of one year each, for the pur- 
pose of fixing a minimum and 
maximum. 
Digested from an opinion by 
eher, J. rendered Feb. 1, 1954. 
reme Court. State v. Roleson. 
appellant—Louis C. Fried- 
For the State—J. Bernard 
man, Asst. Pros. 
1e question here is whether 
endant was improperly sent- 
ed to State Prison. 
n 1950 defendant pleaded nolo 
ntendere to seven indictments 
harging him with uttering 
thless checks in violation of 





one year and the minimum 
of one year” on each in- 
ctment, the sentences to run 
ecutively. 
n habeas corpus it was held 
hat an “illegal sentence” is not 
viewable by habeas corpus, but 
‘orrectible by resentence 
der RR. 3:7-13. A subsequent 
lication for resentence was 
enied. On appeal the denial 
yas affirmed by the Appellate 
ision. Certification was grant- 
d. The Appellate Division held 


there cannot be a general sent- | 
ence for all such offenses treated 


make certain that no complaints 


| or other moving papers with af- 


} ance, he (S) orally promised to 


insert restrictions in the deeds 


| House. 


fidavits attached renuncia- 
tions) are filed which are incon- 


as a unit, but only a separate (or 
sentence on each, the sentences 
to run consecutively. | sistent with these rules. 

No statutory provision has | The attention of the Bar is 
been cited for the administra- | also called to the change of court 
tive treatment of sentences such | days beginning February 18, 1954 
as here involved for the purpose | with respect to the Probate Di- 
of setting a minimum for parole. | vision of the Essex County Court 
It may be that the Legislature | as follows: accountings and mo- 
has overlooked this. | tions will be heard on Thursdays 

Affirmed. at 10:00 a.m.; adoption matters 

epee temps will be heard on Fridays at 10:00 


Agree on 30 Additional |2°™: All contested probate mat- 


| ters will be set down hereafter 
Federal Judges for pre-trial hearings subsequent 


the House has passed legislation | 
which would allow President Ei- | 
senhower to appoint 30 addition- 
al Federal judges. 

The measure is a compromise 
of differences between bills 
passed last year by the Senate | 
and House. The Senate had voted | 


A conference on the problem 
to provide 39 additional judges; of suppressing the unauthorized 
and the House 27. 


| practice of the law, which was 
Congress is expected to com- 


Surrogate of Essex County 


‘Adopt Recommendations 
On Unauthorized 
Practice 


| attended by representatives from 


plete action on the measure next | thirteen counties, was held re- 
week and send it to the White | cently at the State Bar Head- 
| quarters. The conference, which 


of all subsequent grantees of lots 
fronting on Beauty Lane, pro- 
hibiting the erection of buildings 
within a distance of 40 feet from 
the street. 

On July 15, 1953, S sold and 
conveyed to V, for $2,000 cash, a 
lot fronting on the Easterly side 
of Beauty Lane. S’s deed to V, 
however, did not contain any re- 
strictions, and, at the time of his 

















Reporters Take Stand 
Against Bar 


Association of New York City has 
charged that a committee of the 
State Bar Association was at- 
tempting to enforce a “press 
gag” by calling for restrictions 
on information pertaining to 
criminal trials. 

The reporters’ association, 
through its board of governors, 
notified the State Bar Associa- 
tion, that it was unalterably op- 
posed to passage of a resolution 
formulated by the Civil Rights 
Committee of the bar. 


from the Easterly line of Beauty 
Lane. When B returned from 
Mexico, V’s house was complet- 
ed. 

(a) What rights, if any, has B 
against S? 

(b) What rights, if any, has 
B against V? 

(c) If V knew, when he bought 
his own lot from S, that S had, 
in effect, previously promised B 
that he (S) would insert a 
stand-back restriction in S’s 
deed to V, what rights, if any, 
would B have against V? 

16. (a) In 1950, X Bank pur- 





2:134-17 now NJ.S. 2A:111- re . chased from S a building in 
5. He was sentenced to State Washington Senate-House | f° the Gaté of brett of the Resolution | Hope, N.J., for the purpose of 
rison “for the maximum term) conferees have agreed on and} potent S Suthes The Newspaper Reporter’s| conducting a banking business 


therein. The deed from S to X 
| Bank, which the latter immedi- 
j ately recorded, contained a 
|covenant binding S not to en- 
| gage in the banking business in 
| Hope, either directly or indirect- 
| ly, for a period of 25 years. In 
| 1952, x Bank sold the building 
| to Y Bank. In 1953, S organized 
| the Z Bank, became its president, 
and commenced banking opera- 
tions in a building in Hope 
located only a few blocks from 
the bank owned and operated by 


mY |phis case was an exception to| The jegislation would provide | aS arranged by the State Bar Bar Will Meet Y Bank. Thereupon, Y Bank im- 
s-130Bhe general rule of State V./o7 sagditional district judges, 21|committee on  unauthorized/ The resolution, which will be| mediately sought an injunction 
me Moore, 21 NJ. Super 419. |permanent and six temporary,| Practice headed by Milton T-.| considered at the bar associa- | in the Superior Court, Chancery 
Defendant argues the sentence/2nq three additional circuit | Lasher, approved several recom- | tion’s annual meeting, would ask | Division, to restrain S and Z 
iturejds void for want of compliance ; Goes | mendations, among which were | the State legislature to make it| Bank from doing business in 
jwith NJ.S. 2A:164-17 which re- |" phe 91 permanent district seats | the following: unlawful for opposing counsel} Hope. Decide. 
jpuires that sentences to State} include two in southern New| 1. That funds be raised by con-|and police or court officials to| (b) Hardy Sider owned a farm 
[Prison be for a maximum and | yo-« and one each in Delaware, | tributions from the lawyers and| make disclosures pertaining to| of 100 acres in Gloucester Coun- 
eiryee term, the maximum to) western Kentucky, Massachuset- | County Bar Associations to em- | criminal trials “unless authorized | ty, N. J., which contained valu- 
s for| Pe Dot in excess of the maximum | +. New Jersey, northern Ohio, | ploy a qualified person to under-| by the court”. The committee | able ‘marl deposits. In 1948, he 
oma | prescribed by law for the offense | ..tern Pennsylvania and west-|take investigatory and preven- | that drew up the resolution said | sold 50 acres thereof to Jack Ap- 
es | BNA ‘the minimum to be not less ¢.n pennsvivania. | tive work connected with un- | it was designed to stop “trial by| pel. In the deed from Sider to 
than one year, and that it was/ The legislation also would en-| authorized practice matters, in | newspapers”. _ | Appel, which the latter immed- 
jmproper to cumulate the sent-| courage some of the older judges | the manner of the State Bar of} The reporters’ association | jately recorded, Sider covenant- 
te fences for this purpose or to im-| now serving to step down. It| Texas. challenged the right of anyone/| ed, “for himself, his heirs and 
p [BS A semtenee tn, which the| ould allow Federal judges 10| 2 That action be taken to end] t0leislate what the American |asiigns” not io sell any mar 
ED = ial . . retire at 65 with full pay after 15 | the practice of out-of-State law- aaa Pyle nh goin (Sider) te 1953 
“hh ld: indat —" indefi- | Yrs’ Service. This would be in| yers, who reside in New Jersey, — ee “tah ha eg er ee poses 
Inc. b 2 a: ndeterminate or indefi- | 5 agition to their present right to | practicing in our State, particu- é ubject to Laws Sider sold his hali of the farm 
ute sentences are coordinate | potirement at 70 after 10 years. | Jarly in the administration of es-| _ The association pointed out] to Henry Digger. May Appel en- 
rar ires designed to help in pa | ee ical “ | that newspapers are subject to| force the covenant against Dig- 
ilitation of those convicte _ = ‘ ; laws of contempt, libel and| ger? 
rime. The minimum-maxi- Philadelphia Rent 3. That action be taken to pre-| sander and, therefore, “are ' 17. On Jan. 1, 1950, L leased 


iGS 








Im. concept written in 2A:164- 
iis an imperative policy rather | 
{ a discretionary procedure | 
*t to whim and caprice. | 
ig the minimum almost 


| 

Control Law Held | 
Unconstitutional 
The Philadelphia Rent Con- 
trol Ordinance of 1953 has been | 





vent out-of-State attorneys from 
representing New Jersey corpora- 
tions. 

4. That action be 
prevent out-of-State 


taken to 
attorneys 








doubly careful of what facts we 
report, especially those given us 
by certain lawyers ‘outside the 
courtroom’ ”. 

The association attacked “star 


his store in Salem, N. J., to T for 
a term of 5 years. The lease con- 
tained a provision giving L “the 
privilege of severing, during the 
tenancy, any and all shelving, 











NS EKden‘ical with the maximum|held unconstitutional by the | from handling public bond issues | chamber proceedings” and said| counters and fixtures which T 
term is an abuse of authority. | Philadelphia Court of Common | directly with the agency involved. | jt opposed any prohibition of “all| may attach to the realty, even 
w= ‘T° inquiry is whether this Pleas. The decision was rendered; 5. That action be taken toelim-| the details and proceedings of | though, except for this privilege, 
=a 28€ is comprehended in the January 29 in the case of War-/| inate the use of real estate con-| the police, district attorney’s of-|T might not be entitled to re- 
~ ‘|statucory class. | ren et als v. Philadelphia, June} tracts proving for a tie-in of| fice and other law enforcement| move them after annexation, 
TI uttering of worthless; Term 1953 No. 6301. financing arrangements. agencies or of the courts or other] under the laws of the State of 
chec:s is a misdemeanor punish-;| The court ruled that the 6. That action be taken to pro-|Jaw administration agencies} New Jersey”. 
able by imprisonment not ex-| ordinance is unreasonable and| hibit the practice by insurance| which we are entitled to know} On Jan. 15, 1950, T fastened 
ceed.ig one year. Under N.J.S.| oppressive, and constitutes anj agencies of settling negligence| as citizens of this country”. shelving on the walls and coun- 
2A:154-15 sentences for one year | unlawful interference with the | and other claims. — ters on the floors of L’s store so 
or ionger shall be served in| property rights of landlords. In| 7. That members work toward} Pjsqilows Counsel Fee | firmly and strongly that they 
Sta Prison, except that in| making its ruling, the Court/ the adoption of a Civil Penalties InR ization could not be removed without 
counties where there is a peni- | found as a fact that there was| Bill with a Statutory Form of n Keorganizatio material damage to the realty. 
tentiary, a sentence of not less| no evidence that the City en-| Contract as introduced at the Case (a) On Jan. 15, 1954, T orally 
than one year and not exceed-| acted the ordinance because of | 1953 Legislative Session. SSeS agreed to sell the shelving and 
ing cighteen months shall be| an actual housing shortage in 8. That an investigation be An attorney for trustees of 4!counters to L for $600 and L 
stved in the  penitentiary.| any particular area or in any| undertaken of the activities of | debtor corporation in reorgani- orally agreed to purchase them 
Passaic County has no peniten-/ particular price category or}/the McCullough Abstract Com- | zation under the Bankruptcy Act from T for that price. Is T liable 
tiary 'which was threatened in the/pany as representative of Law-| who was not appointed in the} on this agreement? 

The minimum-maximum pro- | City. It also found there was no| yers Title Insurance Company of | manner required by general or- (b) If, on Jan. 15, 1954, T had 
vision of NJ.S. 2A:167-17 was! evidence that a housing short- | Richmond, Virginia. der 44 may not be compensated orally agreed to sell the shelv- 
hot intended to apply to a single | age now exists or is threatened 9. That a study be made of the| out of the debtor’s estate, even ing and counters to X, a third 
Conviction for uttering a spur-/ in the City and no evidence that | extent to which collection agen-| though he may have rendered person, for $600 and X had orally 
‘ous check. That provision is in- | the housing situation presents a | cies may go in servicing accounts, | valuable services to the trustee; | asreed to purchase them from 
apposite for the punishment for} serious threat to the health,| including consideration of their| this was the holding in In re/ + for that price, would your an- 
this offense is limited to one) safety and welfare of the people| use of form letters, and institu- | National Tool & Manufacturing | .wer be the same as your answer 
year, sentences for one year|of the City. Accordingly the| tion of suit without the creditor’s | Company, United States Court of to (a)? 
of more shall be served in State} court ruled that the City’s | knowledge. Appeals for the Third Circuit, 18. (a) A Missouri corporation 
Prison if there is no peniten- | assertion that the ordinance was It was also agreed that another} no. 11140, opinion by Circuit challenged the validity of a tax 
Nary, and the minimum for a proper exercise of the City’s| meeting of the Conference be | Judge Maris, filed January 5, | — a —-- 

PSentence to State Prison cannot! police power was without basis. | held on Friday, March 19, 1954. | 1954. (Continued on page 5, Col. 1) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS the Associated Catholic Charities Suspension Prior To Retirement Stays _ 

. ‘| but the direction concerning the P * Right 
C US T O D Y—The court may,|thony’s Orphanage since Jan-| religious characteristics of the | ension Rig 

where the circumstances in-| uary 7, 1950. The court granted | foster home is deleted. | Discharge after Suspension. ployee thereupon filed an acticwoR 
dicate it is for the best wel- | defendant a divorce and adjudg- | —————_——_——— | and Before Effective Retire- in lieu of prerogative writ : | Mel 
fare of the child, deny custody ed that custody of the child be | ADMINISTRATIVE LAW—While| ment Bars Pension compel his retirement on per a c¢ 


sion. The Law Division held th) ten 
action was premature and thzj of | 


awarded to the Associated Cath- a hearing before the P.U.C. | 


olic Charities “and by it placed 


to either parent and award | 


custody to a stranger. In a case of novel impression 


need not conform strictly with | 
—In directing the placement of in a good Roman Catholic foster; common law rules of evidence | in New Jersey, the Appellate the employee would not be er. tre: 
a child in a foster home, the | home, until the further order of! or procedure, it should be so| Division affirmed a holding of titleq to a pension if he werd con 
court should not limit the this Court”. Weekly visitation| conducted as to afford the | the Superior Court Law Division ¢onyicted in the criminal actior. me: 
selection to one in which a| rights were given to each parent. parties fair opportunity to be | that a pension application of pe employee appealed ang San 
particular religious creed is| Plaintiff appeals both the judg-| heard and to refute such evi- | 4 Civil service employee made pending the appeal pleaded no. dist 
devoutly followed; the religi- | ment of divorce and the pro-| dence or material as the Board | While he was under suspension (contendere in the criminal a: Dig 
ous faith should neither com-_ visions as to custody. will rely on. ene determination of tion. : = 
pel nor exclude the choice. Held: The facts sustain the |—While an administrative board | Charges of improper conduct, The Appellate Division affirm 19% 


—The court may, where the best 
interests of the child so indi- 
cate, award custody to a suit- 
able childrens home or wel- 
fare society though the home 
or society is maintained by a 
religious denomination. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Jayne, S.J.A.D. rendered Feb. 1, 

1954. Appellate Div. Scanlon v. 

Scanlon. For appellant — Sol- 

omon Golat. (Talisman & Go- | 

lat, attys.). For respondent—Les- | 
lie H. Cohen (Frank S. Sauer, | 
atty. Joseph Fuerstman on tne} 
brief). | 

Plaintiff wife sued for separate | 
maintenance and custody of the | 
infant child of the marriage. | 

Defendant counterclaimed for 

divorce and custody. Plaintiff is 

of the Jewish faith. Detendant is 

a Catholic. The Child is 12 years 

old. The child was placed with 

the Associated Catholic Charities 
in Newark by the parents prior 
to institution of the present 
action and has been in St. An- 





latest rate 
per annum 





Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 





Philip Klein, President 


| stranger. The paramount ques- 





granting of the divorce and the 
denial of custody to either the 
father or the mother in the 
immediate conditions. Where, as 
here, circumstances of weight 
concerning the child’s welfare 
transcend the legal rights of the 
parents, the court may award 
the custody of the infant to a 


tion is the welfare of the child. 

Appellant wished the child 
reared in a non sectarian atmos- 
phere until the child could make 
her own choice and contends 
the judgment constitutes an un- 
constitutional interference with 


—An 


may rely on its own knowledge | need not be acted upon until 
or take notice of other decis- | the suspension and charges are 
ions by it and official reports, | terminated. The court further 
it should do so by formally ad- held that if the charges are 
vising the parties that it is | determined adversely to the em- 
taking judicial notice thereof, ployee and result in his dismiss- 
making it a part of the record, | 21, he is not entitled to a pen- 
and affording fair opportunity | Si0n. 

for refutation. In the case involved the em- 
administrative tribunal | Ployee was eligible for retire- 
should base its decision only | ment but had not applied for 
on the evidence and record | it when he was arrested on a 
before it, but the mere failure | charge of committing abortion. 
to do so does not justify in- | He was then suspended for 30 
validating its action where | days, and notified that he was 
good sense dictates otherwise | Subject to removal, and a hear- 
and the parties have not been | ing date fixed. The employee 


the rights of both appellant and 
the infant. 

Judicial limitation in the 
selection of a foster home to one 
in which a particular religious 
creed is avowed is normally in- 
judicious. This is all the more 
so where the implication is that 
the foster parents must be de- 
vout in their religious feelings. 
The courts should not embark 
on matters of religion. Neverthe- 
less, in a warding custody, the 
religious training of the child is 
an appropriate element to 
considered among all the cir- 
cumstances relating to the gen- 
eral welfare of the child. It need | 
not be entirely disregarded. So 
similarly the court may con- |} 
sider the desires of the child if of | 
sufficient maturity. Any reputa- 
ble person to whom custody may 


| x. 5 : 
be awarded will probably have| but five witnesses called by 
some sectarian belief. In hae | Sepenant were examined and/| 
law, the faith should neither | other testimony was received. Al- 


compel nor exclude the choice. 


To decline to entrust the cus- 
tody of a child to a suitable 
and efficiently conducted chil- 
drens home or society merely 
because it is maintained by or 
affiliated with a religious de- 
nomination would in numerous 
cases prejudicially impair the 
best interest of the child and 
that is what in all cases must 
be the supreme consideration. 

The judgment is affirmed in 


prejudiced thereby. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Jacobs, J. rendered Feb. 1, 1954. 
Supreme Court. Penn. R.R. v. 


P.U.C. For appellant—Raymond | 


J. Lamb. For additional appell- 


Penn. R.R. to follow certain ex- | 
amination practices and to use} 
certain markers and devices as 





be | 


| the 


safety measures in the opera- | 
tion of its trains in New Jersey. | 
The order is a sequel to the | 
Woodbridge train wreck and the 
several investigations and hear- 
ings eminating therefrom. It 
was issued after a hearing on 
notice to the Penn. R.R. in which 
R.R. participated. No wit- | 


nesses were called by the Board | 


| though they were never formally 
;made part of the record, the 
Board in issuing its order, stated 
| it had taken official notice of the 
| Attorney General’s report, its 
| findings in case No. 5473 and 
the practices of other railroads. 


pose reasonable safety require- 


| 
| 
| 
order of the P.U.C. directing the | 
| 


ments on railroads operating in | 


then applied for retirement. No 
action was taken on his request 
and his suspension was con- 
tinued until determination of 
the criminal charges. The em- 





showing of prejudice, the action 


ants—John E. Toolan. For re- bigs : ‘ 
spondent—John R. Sailer. |of an administrative body will 
This is an appeal from an| not be invalidated merely be- 


cause it has looked or gone be- 
yond the strict record in making 
its findings and decision. 

In the instant case, while the 
Board should have formally ad- 
vised appellant during’ the 
hearing that it was taking official 


i notice of the Attorney General’s 


report, the other decision, and 
the other railroad _ practices, 
appellant was not prejudiced 
thereby. Appellant was aware of 
and had participated in the 
other hearings. References were 
| made thereto during the hear- 
ing here. Full opportunity was 
given to present evidence there- 
on. No objection or motion was 
made and no petition for rehear- 
ing was filed. Under the circum- 
stances, it would be unjust and 
unrealistic to upset the entire 
proceedings on the ground the 
Board had improperly taken no- 





Appellant raises several objec- | tice of the matters mentioned. 
tions to the order and to its Reviewing the provisions of 
basic validity. the order, the court finds some 
Held: There is no doubt the | Of the provisions reasonable and 
legislature has authority to im-| Supported by the evidence, 
; |}others requiring modification, 


| and still others requiring further 


ed the ruling of the Law Divi:y, Fe 
ion and adjudged that the emg, M 
ployee was not entitled to jforn 


pension. ent 
Ballurio v. Castellini. Appe. res 
late Division A40-53. the C 


ea apes nas hick 

Ross Essays To Be On coun 
Timely Subject vate 
The annual Ross Essay contes tions 
sponsored by the American Ba:two | 
Association, which carries a $2-R5S. < 
500 prize under the terms of 4 The 
bequest of the late Judge Erskin: gisab! 
M. Ross, is this year to be writter pendé 
on the subject, “The Investigatjan 
ing Power of Congress, Its Scopq9, 194: 


iC 
C 











and Limitations.” The contest ijn t 
open to any A.B.A. membeypetiti 
except officers or employes, anz ploye! 
entries in the competition mus: pende 

be submitted by April 1. Las; file 
year the award went for the havin 
first time to a woman lawyer Dec 
Mrs. Lois G. Forer, of Philadel- on N 
phia. gay t 
—ighe r 
Buspe: 

Abd¢ 

WORKMEN'S be 
pnd Ww 
cowsk 
COMPENSATION = J t= 
p Dr. 
docto! 

LAW 01 
sough 
cocto! 
by thoug 
nia. C 
Larson portec 
A thorough and authoritative cant ‘ 
treatise completely covering |} Dr. B: 


the subject. Recently pub- 
lished and already cited by 
the New Jersey Appellate 
Courts. 





2 BINDER VOLUMES = $40.06 





GANN LAW BOOKS 


Mitchell 2-3656 


so far as it awards custody to 790 Broad St., Newark 2, N.J 








| hearing for adequate determina- 
| tion. Modified and remanded. 


New Jersey, provided there is 
no substantial interference with 
interstate commerce. This power 
it has rightly delegated to the 
| Public Utilities Commission by 
various sections under R.S. 48-2. 

The delegation properly re- 
quires prior hearing by the P.U. 
C. before prescrib uch satety 
practices. Such hearing need not | 
conform strictly with common 
i law rules of evidence or pro- 
}| cedure. However should not | 
be disregarded and should afford 
|| the interested parties fair oppor- | 
tunity to be heard and to refute | 
such evidence or material as th 
Board may rely on to support its 
action. In the course of the 
hearing the Board may avail it- 
Self of the general information 
and expert knowledge it has 
obtained in performing its duties. | 
Official reports and transcripts | 


























NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 


Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2-8220 
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- Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of | 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N.J. 
TeLePHONE MARKET 83-4994 
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Investment Assistance 


Attorneys faced with investment 
problems, for themselves and their 
clients, frequently use the Investment 
Advisory Service of National State 


Tit 


























of other proceedings may be | ‘ GPtie: 2 T 
= ——————— ==; made a part of the hearing. All | Bank ot Newark. 
this may be done by taking ap- | = 


propriate judical notice, making 
it a part of the hearing record, | 
and affording fair opportunity 
of refutation. In this way the 
Board would adequately protect | 
| both the public and private |} 
| interests, stay within the record, 
| and could rest its decision there- | 
|} On accompanied by adequate | 
| findings of fact. This is neces- | 
| sary to a just determination and | 


Department of Estates and Trusts 
| to afford a proper basis for ju- | 
| dicial review. | 


THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 
JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY et ee priseietie a) 810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK i, N. J. 


1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY | ee : . 
| administrative proceeding where 


MARKET 3-3086 | good sense and justice dictate | 
a otherwise. In the absence of a 


Specific recommendations on se- 
curity transactions and custodian 
service are available for a single, 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





1 acticowORKMENS COMPENSATION— 


t> Mere medical examination by 
a carrier to ascertain the ex- 
tent and nature of disability 
of a claimant, is not medical 
treatment nor the payment of 
compensation within the 
meaning of R.S. 34:15-51. 


ansSampson v. Thornton decision 


distinguished. 
| Digested from an opinion by 
Goldmann, J.A.D. rendered Feb 


affirm, 1954. Appellate Div. Schwarz 
t Divisg, Federal. For appellant—John 
he emjg. Monigan 
to s#orner, 


Tams & 
respond- 


(Stryker, 
attys.). For 
ents—Mortimer Wald. 
Respondents had awards 
the Compensation Division 
which were affirmed in the 

On County Court. Appellant em- 
ployer claims the Division lacked 
jurisdiction because the peti- 
tions were not filed within the 


in 


an Bartwo year period prescribed by 
7a $24RS. 34:15-41 and 51. 


The claims, one for permanent 


irskinggisability and the other a de- 
vrittey;pendent’s claim, were based on 
stigatjan 
Scop4?2, 1943 when decedent was struck 
itest igjn 
embe; petition was filed by the em- 
S, andployee on Feb. 7, 
| Mus} pendent’s 


ecident which occurred Nov. 


the groin. The disability 
1947. The de- 
claim petition was 


si filed Aug. 26, 1947, the employee 


he having died in the interim. 


Decedent reported the accident 
on Nov. 2, 1943 and the next 
fay the company physician had 


the nurse furnish him with a 
gsuspensory. He continued work 
About a month and a half later 


he went to the plant hospital 
gnd was examined by a Dr. Broz- 
cowski who suggested “deep ray 
treatments” and referred him to 


a Dr. Duffy. None of the plant 
doctors treated him. 

On Jan. 27, 1945 decedent 
sought treatment from his own 
doctor. Up to that time he 
thought he had a possible her- 


nia. On January 29, 1945 he re- 
ported to the plant hospital and 
was examined by Dr. Obester. On 
lary 31 appellant’s repre- 
sentative referred decedent to 
Dr. Brozdowski for “final disposi- 
and asked for a diagnosis 
report as to causal relation- 
hip. On Feb. 1, 1945 decedent was 
examined by Dr. Brozdowski 
woo recommended examination 
ya Dr. Daly. Decedent was ex- 
amined by Dr. Daly. Dr. Daly 
gave no treatment and reported 
us findings to appellant. 
yn after, decedent again re- 
ported to the employer’s com- 
pensation office. On March 1 he 
was asked if he would mind be- 
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ing sent to “one more specialist”. 
He said “no” and was given a 


sealed envelope addressed to Dr. | 


Koppel. He visited Dr. Koppel 
the same day. Dr. Koppel re- 
ported his findings to appellant, 
advised that in his opinion the 
condition was not related to the 
trauma, and that surgery was 
needed to make a more accurate 
diagnosis. Shortly after this ex- 
amination appellant informed 
decedent his case was not com- 
pensable and that the company 
had arrived at its decision on 
the basis of the reports of ex- 


Koppel. 

Held: The only basis for hold- 
ing the Division had jurisdiction 
is a finding that Dr. Koppel’s 
examination in March 1, 1945 
was a payment of compensation | 
within the meaning of R. S. 


34:15-5, and therefore extended | 


the time for filing to two years 
from that date. Medical treat- 
ment furnished and paid for by | 
the employer is considered pay- 


ment of compensation within 
the meaning of the act. 
Both the Division and the} 


County Court held the petition 
was filed within time by 
reason of the decision in Samp- 
son v. Thornton 8 N.J. 415. } 

In the Sampson case, petitioner 
admittedly had been treated by 
employer’s doctors over a 
considerable period of time and} 
had been paid temporary and} 
permanent disability though he | 


here 


the 


aminations by Dr. Daly and Dr. ! 


| CIVIL SERVICE—Under N. J. S. | 
| 11:9-6 an applicant who is rul- | 


ed ineligible for a test is en- 
titled to an appeal and review 
by the Civil Service Depart- 
ment. 

CIVIL SERVICE—ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE LAW—While the Civil 
Service Department has 
authority to make rules as to 
the method and nature of re- 
view it will grant, it cannot 
by such rules deprive a can- 
didate of his right to a review. 

—Review may be exparte in an 
appropriate case but where, as 
here, factual issues are involv- 
ed, denial of hearing is viola- 
tion of fair hearing require- 
ment and is reversible error. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Francis, J.A.D. rendered Feb. 1, 


| 1954. Appellate Div. Mangan v. 
| Civil Service. For appellant 

Russell S. Henderson. For re- 
| spondent—John W. Griggs. 


The Civil Service Department 
gave notice of an examination 
for the position of Chief Proba- 
tion Officer of Salem 
and set forth the qualifications 
necessary for applicants. Appell- 


| ant filed his application for leave 


to take the examination and set 
forth his qualifications. Shortly 
thereafter he was advised he did 
not meet the minimum require- 
ments. He then informed the De- 


partment of his desire to appeal 
{the ruling and was advised by 
|the Chief Examiner that ‘“no| 
grounds exist for formal con- 
sideration of an appeal’. Further 


correspondence resulted in con- 


: F al ati . Io ] ¢ 
had filed no claim. In April 1948, | a of the denial of an 
within time for filing a petition, | #PPeal. 2 ee er eee ee 
he wrote the insurance carrier| Held: N. J. S. 11:9-6 provides 
claiming he had not received | that an applicant may appeal 
adequate compensation. Insurer’s | '® the eeenaner Sete the 
agent called and promised he | action of the chief examiner 
would see if additional compen- | ane cur ichagaanly “i ROCOTORNES ip ni 
sation could be obtained. The | the rules established by the de- 

|partment pursuant to N. J. S. 


carrier then arranged for an ex- | 


amination by Dr. Sherman, who 
had treated the petitioner pre- 
viously. The examination was 
made June 11, 1948. No treat- 
ment was given. The Supreme 
Court held that while a mere 
examination by a carrier to as- 
certain the condition of a claim- 


ant for the sole purpose of de- | 
of dis- | 


termining the extent 
ability 
not ¢ 


the meaning of the act, in the 


case before the court, in view of | 


and causal relationship is | 
medical treatment within | 


11:5-1. The rule promulgated by 
the Department (Rule 26) pro- 
vides that on receiving a written 
request from any person whose 
| application is rejected, the pres- 
ident may give him an oppor- 
tunity to show cause why such 
application should not be reject- 
| ed. 

Rule 26 is unduly restrictive of 
|}the right of appeal conferred 
by the statute. ile the De- 
partment is invested with dis- 
cretion as to the ‘thod and 
nature of the review within the 











the antecedent circumstances, | ono aE oe y withi 
the petitioner, at least, could| he OF 480 pea ee ee 
construe the visit to Dr. Sher- | ——— the eee On vom ree 
man as extension of the treat- | “ meeree beset anes 
ment afforded and that since | Shoe he sae oe ia meen 
no notice to the contrary rl Agee ye rues ae 
given the petitioner, the exami- | -. page “ Sere. See 
nation by Dr. Sherman was a| froma declaration of ineligibili- 

z ity, he is entitled to review 


continuance and a part 
course of treatment afforded by 
the carrier. 

In the instant case, the facts 
leading to the decision in the 
Sampson case are not present. 
Appellant had never recognized 
the injury as compensable. 
Appellant, outside of possibly the 
supplying of the suspensory, had 
never given or promised treat- 
ment. Decedent himself admit- 
ed the doctors had never treated 
nor prescribed for him. They 
never reported to him. Decedent 
was not led to believe the em- 
ployer was providing or would 
provide medical care. 

The examination by Dr. Kop- 
pel on March 1, 1945 was not a 
part payment of compensation 
within the meaning of the act 
and did not extend the time for 
filing the petition. 
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by the Department. It may 
{that in some situations an ex- 
parte review on record, 
followed by a written statement 
of the reasons for the determi- 
|} nation will suffice. No specifica- 
tion of such cases can be made. 


the 
ULLIE 


|Each case stands on its own 
facts. 

| In the instant case, the De- 
partment apparently undertook 


an exparte review of the file. 
But opportunity to present argu- 
ments and evidence was denied. 
| This was reversible error. The 
|application appears to present 
| the qualifications fixed by the 
| Department for admission to the 
| test. Appellant is entitled to a 
| hearing with the opportunity to 
|establish that a denial of the 
| privilege of taking the test would 
| be an arbitrary and discrimina- 
| tory act. 


| Announcements 


Leon S. Milmed, formerly 
deputy attorney general of New 
| Jersey and counsel to the Gov- 
| ernor and James Rosen, formerly 
| deputy attorney general of New 
| Jersey have become associated 
in the general practice of law 
| under the firm name of Milmed 


and Rosen, with offices at 1180 
| Raymond Boulevard, Newark 2. 


| Lawrence E. Maisel has moved 
| his offices to suite 1426, 24 Com- 
merce Street, Newark. 


| answer. 
County | 


|as required by Rule 5(d) | 
Stitutes a waiver of trial by jury. 


U.S. District Court Decisions 


MASTER AND SERVANT — 
WORKMENS COMPENSATION— 
FEDERAL PRACTICE — 


Plaintiff syed defendant under 
the Federal Eniployer’s Liability 
Act on Feb. 20, 1952, alleging he 
was an employee of defendant 
railroad and that on Sept 28, 
1950 in the course of his employ- 
ment of unloading coal for de- 
fendant, he was required to go 
on board a barge moored at de- 
fendant’s pier and while on the 
barge sustained injuries due to 
fedendant’s negligence. The 
barge was not owned by defend- 
ant. Defendant answered that 
plaintiff’s sole remedy, if any, 


was under the Longshoremen’s | 


and Harbor Workers Compensa- 
tion Act. In Oct. 1953 plaintiff 
moved for a jury trial. Defendant 
opposes this motion 


on the ground set forth in its 
Plaintiff counters that 
the Longshoremen’s and Harbor 
Workers Act is not applicable be- 
cause defendant does not own 


the barge and because plaintiff | 


was not a maritime employee 
but a railroad employee. 


Held: Under Rule 38(d) of the | 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure | 
| failure of a party to serve a 


demand for jury trial and file it 


No valid demand was made. 
While the court may in appro- 
priate circumstances suspend 
the Rule and permit a late de- 


mand, there is nothing shown | 


here to move the court so to do. 
The motion is denied. 

The U.S. Supreme Court in 
Penn v. O’Rourke 344 U.S. 334 rul- 
ed that if the accident occurs on 
navigable waters, the Longshore- 
men’s and Harbor Workers Act 
must apply if the injured long- 
shoreman was there in further- 
ance of his employer’s business, 
irrespective of whether he him- 


and also} 
moved to dismiss the complaint | 


con- | 


self can be labeled maritime. 
And in the earlier case of South 
Chicago v. Bassett 309 U.S. 251 it 
stated the act covers those on 
the vessel performing work of 
the sort performed by long- 
shoremen or harbor workers as 
distinguished from the em- 
ployees on the vessel who are on 
board to aid in her navigation. 
It is admitted here that the 
barge was over 18 tons and was 
in navigable waters and that de- 
fendant engaged at least in some 
maritime operations. It does not 
appear essential that the vessel 
should be the property of the 
employer, and it is immaterial 
that plaintiff was not primarily a 
longshoreman. Since the injury 
occurred in furtherance of his 
employer’s business on a barge 
in excess of 18 tons lying in 
navigable waters and his em- 
ployer is engaged at least in 
part in maritime operations, the 
sole remedy is under the Long- 
shoremens Act. Complaint dis- 
missed. 

Scrinko v. Reading. Opinion by 
Chief Judge Forman, Jan. 13, 
1954. C 188-52. 


Assignment Order 


Supreme Court of New Jersey 


Ordered that in addition to his 
regular assignment, Judge Alfred 
C. Clapp is temporarily assigned 
to the Superior Court, Chancery 
Division, to hear matrimonial 
causes in Vicinage No. 2, sitting 
at Newark, effective February 8, 
1954. 


Notice Re: Weekly Call 


Begirning Friday, February 
19, 1954, the weekly call of the 
Superior Court and County Court 
cases in Essex County will com- 
mence at 9:30 a.m. instead of 
10:00 a.m. 
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Proposal For A State Administrative Procedure Act 
And Its Application To The Division of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control 


While the pressing need for a State Administrative Procedure 
Act has long been manifest, disputes have arisen in the past 
over the wisdom of making its provisions applicable to certain 
agencies, particularly those with good records of past perform- 
ance. A typical example of such an agency is the Division of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control which has operated with such a 
considerable degree of excellence that special consideration 
should be given to the impact of an Administrative Procedure 
Act upon its established practices and procedures. 

It is not surprising to learn that in many respects such an 
act would merely formalize and give legal compulsion to practices 
and procedures which are already being followed to a consider- } 
able extent by the Division voluntarily, or by reason of the 
A.B.C. Control Act itself, or the effect of judicial decisions. If 
an Administrative Procedure Act did nothing more than to 
formalize and give legal compulsion to such practices, its enact- 
ment and application to the Division would be nevertheless de- 
Sirable. The Directors and Director-designee of the Division 
have been men of integrity and enlightenment, but there is 
no assurance that if present enlightened practices are not follow- 
ed in the future, any effective legal remedy would be available. 
Furthermore, the enactment of an Administrative Procedure 
Act would fix a legal standard which would apply in all cases. 
Aside from such considerations, however, it is believed that an 
Administrative Procedure Act would actually improve certain 
practices and procedures in the Division in several important 
respects, and would also have the advantage of keeping all 
administrative agencies within the general plan of its provisions. 

Reasonably comprehensive rules regulating the practice be- 
fore this agency with sample forms have been promulgated and 
filed with the Secretary of State and copies thereof are avail- 
able to all interested persons. Semi-monthly bulletins contain- 
ing decisions and advisory letters of general interest are available 
a nominal fee to subscribers. There have been complaints 














how the court 


Television Shows By Bar Associations Increasing 





recently published 
manual “Public Relations for 
Bar Associations” a section is 
devoted to the greatly increased 
use of television for promoting 
better public understanding of 
the legal profession. Reports in- 
dicate that trend is continuing. 

Most of the regular bar-spon- 
sored shows of recent years are 
back on the air this winter, and 
some new ones have been start- 
ed. Other developments in this 
field are in prospect, but not 
yet ready for announcement. 
One involves a proposed series 
of legal dramas which would be 
commercially sponsored, profes- 
sionally produced and presented 
in consultation and cooperation 
with the American Bar Associa- 
tion, and wherever it was shown 


In the 


locally, the local bar association 


as well. 

Here are some recent items of 
bar-TV news: 

The South Carolina Bar Asso- 
ciation has started a weekly 
program “What’s the Law” in 
Columbia, with plans to expand 
it shortly to Greenville and 
Charleston stations. It’s a half- 
hour show with a panel of three 
lawyers answering questions of 
a general nature, with emphasis 
on preventive law. A professional 
news commentator acts as a 
moderator of the show. The first 


13-week series is being sponsored | 


commercially by the South 
Carolina National Bank. 

The Seattle Bar Association, in 
cooperation with the University 
of Washington Law School, has 
televised seven shows in which 
were dramatized cases involving 
legal aid, legal assistance to 
servicemen, adoption, probate, 
suit on a warranty deed, and the 
contractual liability of minors. 

Both the Akron Bar Associa- 
tion and the Columbus Bar Asso- 
ciation are back on camera 
regularly. Akron’s show is ‘Voice 
of Decision,” patterned after 
the Columbus show “Final De- 
cision” in which actual court 
cases are posed to a panel of 
three lawyers who discuss them 
and tell how they believe the 
court would decide them. A local 
judge then tells the TV audience 
actually did de- 
cide the case in question. 

The Atlanta Bar Association 


at 
from some lawyers, however, who have not practiced frequently | and Lawyers Club of Atlanta 
before the Division, that there is no publication which outlines | show, “The Law Says”, is ex- 


and explains adequately the methods of processing cases. The A. 
B.C. Control Act not require notice and hearing before 
adoption of rules, and while the Division has as a matter of 
practice frequently given persons interested an opportunity to 
express their views, there is no set procedure for formal notice 
and thus interested persons do not always understand that they 
have a right to be heard on such matters. Where the rules 
relate to non-controversial matters no notice has been given. 

No provision is made in the A.B.C. Control Act for advance 
rulings by the Division as to whether or not a particular fact 
would violate an agency rule. The Division has in 
practice given advisory opinions which it has regarded as bind- 
ing although not legally required to do so. Such opinions, how- 
ever, are not reviewable in the courts as would be the case if 
one of the proposals for an Administrative Procedure Act were 
enacted. 

For the most part, adequate provision for notice and hear- 
ing before the rendition of orders is made in the A.B.C. Control 
Act, and an Administrative Procedure Act would effect little 
change here except as to the function of independent hearing 
officers. It is in this respect that an Administrative Procedure 
Act would make its most substantial and important change 
in the present organization of the Division. 

Recognizing the criticism that inevitably arises as to the 
impartiality of a hearing where the investigating officer, the 
hearing attorney and the prosecuting attorney are all members 


Anes 


FH ay ti 


on 


bert, 
committee of 
lina 
helpful to other bar associations 
now giving consideration to pre- 
senting television shows locally. 
He writes in part: 


requires 
mittee of 
coordinate the whole and five 
men each in turn to be respon- 
sible for 
members, selecting the questions 


pected to be back on the air 


and President Arthur Chamber- 
lain of the 
of Bar Presidents is endeavoring 
to arrange for one of the regular 
telecasts 
meeting of 
held Sunday, March 7, at Atlanta 
in 
winter meeting of 


National Conference 


to be shown at the 
bar presidents to be 
with the mid- 
ABA. 

comments of R. B. Her- 
Jr., of the Radio-TV sub- 
the South Caro- 
Association, may be 


connection 


The 


Bar 


“This (panel) type of program 


the work of a com- 
six, a chairman to 


obtaining the panel 


that the broadcast actually gets 
on the air. This is the minimum, 
and for added refinements such | 
as visual aids, dramatization of 
questions and so forth additional 
personnel would be needed. 

“It is also felt that with a new 
panel each week the program 
lacks a sense of continuity and 
consideration is being given to 
the possibility of a member of} 
the law school faculty serving 
as a regular panel member from 
week to week. At present, the 
single appearance members are 
naturally interested principally 
in the points of law involved in 
the questions they answer, and 
do not have sufficiently in mind 
the general message that the 
program is intended to carry.” 


Penn. Bar To Campaign 
For Adoption of Judicial 
Selection Plan 


A vigorous program for the 





adoption of the Pennsylvania 
Plan for Selection and Tenure of 
Judges was announced by Lang- 
don W. Harris, Jr., chairman of 
the State bar committee on the 
plan, following a committee 





meeting held during the mid- 
winter meeting of the Pennsyl- | 
vania Bar Association at Harris- | 
burg last week. 


A subcommittee has been ap- | 
pointed to prepare a program for | | 
presentation to the 1955 legisla- | 
ture introducing the plan as a} 
proposed constitutional amend- | 
ment. 


The committee plans to work | 
with key civic organizations in 
the various counties and is cir-| 
cularizing organizations such as 
the Kiwanis Club, Lions Clubs, | | 
B’nai Brith, branches of the Na-| 
tional Association for Advance- 
ment of Colored People, Rotary | 
Clubs, churches, parent-teacher | 
organizations, business men’s as- 
sociations and women’s civic 
clubs, offering to provide speak- | 
ers for meetings of either thelr | 
directors or members, as a meth- | 
od of contacting the public and 
arousing their interest in the | 
plan, with the object of obtaining | 
individuals and _ organizations, 
who will sponsor the plan before | 
the 1955 legislature and finding 
people who will serve on com- 
mittees wih zenuine active in- 
terest, if and when the amend- 
ment gains a place on the elec- 
toral ballot. 


Along other lines, the com- 
mittee is promoting literature on 
the subject. Last year an article 
by Edward J. Fox, Jr., Esq., of 
Easton, on the Pennsylvania 
plan appeared in the Temple 
University Law Quarterly, and 
another article by J. Garfield 
Houston, Esq., of Pittsburgh, will 
shorly appear in the Pittsburgl 
Law Review. William E. Murphy, 
Jr., wno received his A.M. degree 
from the University of Wyoming 
and who is now a graduat ce | 
fellow at St. Louis University, is | 
preparing a thesis on the sub- | 
ject of the Pennsylvania plan in 
connection with his Ph.D. degree | 
in government and it is hoped 
that with the assistance of the 
committee this can become a} ; 
definite piece of literature to be| 
used in support of the plan. 


pal 
ail 


| Sea, 


'It provides instruction 


; numerous 


they are to answer, and seeing 





of the same office of the agency, 
two separate staffs—one designated as the Hearer Bureau, and 
the other as the Enforcement Bureau. While the functions of 
prosecutor and judge have thus been separated to a degree, the 
fact remains that these potentially conflicting functions are 
still being handled by persons within the same agency and 
under the same Director. More important, however, is the fact 
that under the present practice of the Division, a copy of the 


the Division has established |=__=_=_== 





There can be little doubt but that the proposed practice | 
would guarantee fuller opportunities to the parties to present | 
their cases and would help to avoid arbitrary action. 

Although the A.B.C. Control Act is silent on the subject | 
of evidence, the Division has in fact relaxed the strict rules | 
of evidence, subject to the limitations imposed by our judicial | 
decisions. Similarly, it has apparently adhered to the principle | 
that determinations must be based on the record. The Control 
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14 Courses 
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. 
gmpos 
problems of interepncer 


Current 
to all lawyers will be studied .#for t 
the fourteen evening courses t' 7 
be conducted by the N.Y. PrajB ©o™ 
tising Law Institute this Sprir 
beginning Monday, February | 
More than one hundred leg; 
medical and business exper 
will present practical problerng¥ 
and suggested solutions to ty? 
1500 members of the Bar expec: 
ed to attend the various sessior. 







grams for lawyers 


conducted. 


in the evenirjgalore 
Admiralty ngpoats 
of Marketinggiers 0 
are Advance 
Psychiatry 
Estate, 


New courses 
program are 
Legal Aspects 
Other courses 
Medical Proof, 
Lawyers, Real 
Technique, i 
Clinic in Public Speaking, Ti 
Lawyer’s Secretary, Corpora: 
Practice, The Robinson-Patma 
Act, Handling Tax Cases, 
General Practice. In addition 


Tris 


Legal Aspects of Marketing 


consisting of six lectures, id 

eonfid 
be presented by counsel to leach 5p , 
ing corporations. Among b eo 


topics discussed will be the s: 
contract, relationship betw: Aprp se 
Sales contract and purchs yer ‘ 
order, channels of distributioz},. 
subsidiary corporations, produc said 

liability and resale price mainr, bati ™ 
tenance. 


Of interest to the experienceg®: 
trial practitioner is the cours 








on Advanced Medical Proof. De4J2°° 
signed for lawyers familiar wit}82'e” 
|; anatomy, physiology and path 94D A d 
logy, these lectures by physiciarg® * ©! 
will discuss current medica]? ?° 
theories in the diagnosis angb2!0n 
prognosis of fractures, nerve ingt!: 4 
| juries, brain damage, psychic ing*™° * 
| juries, and back and bone ingf4S° 
| juries. athg 
In the courses on Wills ani§eanons 
states, Real Estate and Corp-fto disc: 
| orate Practice attention is giver bi ( 
to the applicable income eda c 
estate tax problems. Psychiatr§N. J. § 
for Lawyers is designed to fur-fthat V 
|nish insight into the worki: nencir 
of the mind and help in dea ing an. 2, 
with clients, adversaries and wit-—C. wh 
nesses. this ur 
The growing importance o‘f-.., 
maritime matters prompted thifesn oo 
addition of Admiralty Law becausi 


the Spring program. Major cur-fo- ys: 
rent problems of counsel in pr 
tecting exporters, importers 
freight - forwarders, shipowners 
marine insurers and others 
this field will be studied. Suck 
matters as marine insurance 
general average; rights of 
men; collision, with emphasis 02 :,- 
the New Rules of the Road atf:., 
effective January 1,1 
charter parties: ship sales 
mortgages will be dealt with 
The General Practice cour 
designed for the younger lawyer 














training in effective workin 
methods in investigating f 

preparing documents, cond 

ing negotiations and proceed- 
ings. Strategy and tactics aré 

| plained. The course includ 
suggestions 
out of the extensive experi 
of the lecturers. The twenty 
ture series, given on Mond 
|}and Wednesday evenings, 
cludes planning and organizing 
corporations, partnerships, 
lections, legal draftsmanshiD 
municipal court practice, matri- 
| monial matters, real estate con- 


growin 








hearing officer’s report of his findings and recommendations 


submitted to the Director for final decision is not furnished to! Act specifically requires the Director to render decisions in 


tracts and closings, purchasé 





the parties, and thus they do not have an opportunity by ex-| writing stating the conclusion and reasons therefor and to! and sale of a small business, n22- 
ceptions or brief to point out errors in such reports and find- | enter orders pursuant thereto. |ligence actions. drawing " wills 
ings for the information and guidance of the final deciding | In summary, it would appear that if a proper Administrative | criminal law administering de 
authority. While it is appreciated that the use of independent | Procedure Act were made applicable to the Division of Alcoholic | cedents’ estates and commercia! 2 
hearing officers and a requirement that copies of their findings | Beverage Control, the parties appearing before it would have agreements. ; G 
should be also furnished to the parties would in many cases the assurance that they could demand as of legal right full | Registrations andinquiries 
make it more difficult and burdensome for a director to reach | compliance with the standards of practice and procedure so fixed, | about the Spring Semester should 238 
a final decision promptly, it does not follow that such a practice | and in addition such an Act would improve the practice and | be addressed to the Practising 
would be less efficient in insuring a just result. Efficiency in | F procedure in this important agency in several respects without | Law Institute, 20 Vesey Street HU! 
public offices cannot be measured by speed or directness alone. | impairing its efficiency. | New York, N.Y. 
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Law ATTORNEYS’ EXAM 
ve Continued from page 1) C under any duty under the} 





gmposed upon it by Connecticut, 
ped der the law of the latter state, 


intere; 
r the privilege of doing busi- 













—— jpess Within the state”. The tax 
Y. Pra t computed ata nondiscrimina- 
Spring fory rate “on that part of the 
uary Hore! gn corporation’s net income 
d Jes;which is reasonably attributable 
exper, its business activities within 
roblerpsee state”. The Missouri corp- 
to th on was engaged exclusively 
expec: interstate trucking and its 
essiorp tucks Move into and out of and 
se pr fnrough the state of Connecticut 
e bee god other states. Is the tax 
alid‘ 
(ob) Louisiana imposed an ad 
venir rem tax on barges and tow 
tibos: of foreign interstate car- 
rket naqiers operating within its waters, 
lvancagnd apportioned the tax on the 
ry fqpatio existing between the num- 
Trigber Of miles of the operator's 
Sstategines in Louisiana and the total 
g, Trgpumber of miles of all its various 
rporagines. Is the tax valid? 
>-atmag) 19. . Draft a bill to be submitted 
S, angfor consideration by the New 
tion, gjersey Legislature, at its 1954 
tratioggession, which would have the 
‘ins. feffect, if adopted as the law, of 
_ making all communications be- 
keting tres n doctor and patient wholly 
S, WJeonfidential. 
haa ‘cy 20. (a) D was convicted of lar- 
> ao eny iD the Essex County Court 
rites 4On he day when sentence was 
“{gmposed, D and his attorney, A, 
rchast yer standing before the judge 
ut qh pen court, when the judge 
rOCUChs3id. “D, I notice from the pro- 
we patio yn report that you have 
pever been previously convicted 
lenceg®: any crime. Is that correct?” 
PoursgD answered, “That’s right”. The 
f. Defjudge then gave D a suspended 
~ witppent anne. As a matter of fact 
athofD had been previously convicted 
icijargo! a crime, but due to some slip- 
icapup, it was not noted in the pro- 
oy @bation report. Further, D’s attor- 
re ney, A, knew this fact at € 
ic ingtme sentence was imposed, be- 
e ingeause D had told A about this 
conviction prior thereto. Was A 
guilty of any violation of the 
niieanons of legal ethics in failing | 
of t close this fact to the judge? 
oj On Dec. 1, 1953, H obtain- 
ncfed a divorce against W in the 
iatrry—N. J. Superior Court on a claim 
that W had deserted H, com- 
<ing ing with March 1, 1951. On 
2a 2, 1954, H told his attorney, 





wit- who had represented H 

this uncontested divorce action 
tnat he had testified falsely 
he stated that the deser- 
ommenced on Mar. 1, 1951, 


Be nan 


‘“Pbecause it actually commenced 
‘“on Mar. 1, 1952. H further told 
“RC that W was now demanding 


© That. unless H paid W $5,000 to 
; she intend- 


“Beep quiet about it, 
“fed to write to the court and ex- 
“Bpose the perjury committed bj 


the time of the hearing, 
C did not know that H was testi- 
falsely, but honestly be- 
ie that the desertion had 
* ommenced on Mar. 1, 1951. Is 





canons of legal ethics to disclose 
this information to the court? 

21. (a) In 1930, Mary had an 
illegitimate child, Charles, by 
John. In the same year, Mary 
bought a $250 radio from X Co. 
on credit, paying $50 down. In 


1931, while Mary still owed X Co. | 


the sum of $200 on the radio, 
Mary and John married. They 
used the radio in their home. In 
1932, X Co. sued John for the 
$200 balance due on the radio. 
What result? 

(b) 
away, Mary falsely said in the 
presence of fri ends, Jane stole 
$100 from me.” In 1953, Jane 
sued John for the slanderous 
statement made by Mary in 1952. 
What result? 

(c) In 1953, John and Mary 
were badly crippled in an auto- 
mobile accident and could not 


thereafter support themselves. 
Would Charles be liable for their 
support? 


22. P was standing on a plat- 
form of X Railroad Co., 
ton. NJ., after purchasing a 
ticket for Atlantic City. A train 
bound for New York stopped at 


the platform, and 2 men, X and} 
ran to board it. X managed to| 
get on the train without mishap, | 


=; 


although it was moving when 
he boarded it. Y, carrying a 
package, jumped on one of the 
cars of the moving train; 
since he seemed unsteady and 
about to fall, a guard on the 
car, who had held the door of 
th 
into the car, while an- 
guard on the platform 

Y from behind. Mean- 
while, the package which Y was | 
arrying fell from his arms upon 
the rails. The package was of 
] size, sete 15 inches long, | 
and covered by a newspaper. In | 
fact, it contained fireworks, al- 
though there was nothing in it S| 
appearance to give notic of | 
its contents. When the sroworke | 
fell, they exploded. The shock } 
of the explosion threw down 
some scales at the other end of 
the station platform, about 25 
feet away. The falling scales 
struck P and severely injured his 
back. P brought suit again X 
Railroad Co., alleging negligence. 
Judgment for whom? 

23. X was a merchant in Clay, 
N.J. His safe was broken into 
and merchandise valued $50 
stolen therefrom. This _ fact 
immediately became known 
throughout the town. Several | 
days thereafter, B, a boy 14 years | 
old, found in his father’s mail 

x in Clay, the following writ- 
ing, sealed in an envelope ad- 
dressed to him (B): 


pull Y 
other 
pushed 


at 





| 
“Clay, N.J. | 
Read All This. # 
We saw you the next day after lg 
it happened. You showed guilt 
but we wanted more evidence. 
ave plenty of it now, and| 
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-{| Monaghan Bar Course 

BEGINS FEBRUARY 23, 1954 

I] GERALD E. and MICHAEL J. MONAGHAN, JR. i 

<f] 238 Main St., Hackensack, N.J. Fee: $100 | 

[| HUbbard 7-2441 ENglewood 4-0063 | 
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In 1952, while John was | 


in Tren- | 


but, | 


e car open, reached forward to |} 


| time, W 


would come to get you except 
for your age. We will give you 
one chance to make good, by 
tying up everything you stole 
from X and throwing it into the 
hole next to his shed door. Un- 
less he finds it by Sunday, we 
will come to get you and there 
will be no stopping this side of 








| the Atlanta Penitentiary.” 
B, who was innocent, showed 
| the letter to one T and to B’s| 


brother, C; and C 


their father. The letter was un- 


signed, hut X himself had writ- 
ten it. 
G, having been appointed 
guardian ad litem for B, brought 
| Suit against X for libel. Decide. 
24. (a) D was employed as a 


member of a maintenance crew 
in a plant of General Motors 
Corporation. D had a key to a 


showed it to} 


storage building housing 100 
| tanks of Prestone. One of D’s| 
| duties was to receive Prestone, | 
| but D was not authorized to re- 
}move any Prestone from the 
| building, except on requisition | 
|from some one higher in| 
| authority. 
| D, without authority, removed 


sold them 
D was 
D’s 


35 drums of Prestone 
and spent the proceeds 
|convicted of larceny. Was 
conviction proper? 

(b) B was 
begzar. Thinking tha 


insuccessful 
if he were 


an 


a cripple, he could more easily 
prey upon the mpathies of 
the public, he consults S, 

| surgeon, for the purpose of hav- 
ing his left arm amputated. S, 
with knowledge of B’s plan, per- 
forms the operation. Of what 
crime, if any, is S guilty? 

25. Mary died in 1887, the own- 
| er of a portrait of Captain James 
Lawrence, the American naval 
|hero of the War of 1812, who 
| said, “Don’t give ip the ship!” 
It was eainiod famous 
| artist, Gilbert Stuart 

Mary’s will re yllov “fq 
| leave all my property to my son, 
William, and his heirs, prov noe 
that, if my son shall die leaving 
no descendants, the portrait “te 
{Stuart shall go » the NJ 
Historical Societ 

When Mary die 1, William was 
14 years old. Her executor de- 
livered the portr t to the NJ. 
Historical Societ 18 where 
it has remained ever since 

William died in 1953, leaving 
three children. By his will, he 
left his entire estate to his 
children equally. The Society re- 
| fused to turn the portrait over 
to William’s childrer 

(a) Representin William’s 
| children, what suit would you 
bring to determine the title and 
right to Caamcanion n of the port- 
rait, and in what court? 

(b) Decide the f 

26. On Jan. 1, 1910, R ort- 
gagor, gave his pr ote 
| to E, mortgagee, for $100,000. due 
in one year, secured by ort- 
gage on a building in C N.J 
R continued to pay est on 
the note until 1927 1e 





leavinz a will by whicl 
entire estate to his wife, 
executrix. 


died 
gave his 
W, and named her a 
W continued to pay in 
the note until Feb. 1, 1930, 
she obtained jer bs 
creditors of R’s estate. 
E did not file his c] 
note with W as exec 
estate until Dec. 1] 3 
had in her hand 
000 surplus over the claims 
with her prior to Feb. 1 
but she refused to apply this sur- 


an 
an 





plus toward the payment of E’s 
note. 
E sued W, as executrix of R’s 


estate, for $100,000 and interest 
W set up these defenses: 
that E did not forec 
mortgage before su 
note; (2) that E i 
equitable estoppel 
had demanded payment of the 
note from W prior to the nation- 


4 
(1 


lose the 
on the 
rred by 
that, if E 


) 






in 





bi financial crash of 1929, 
raphe have had enough money 
O pay it; (3) that E is barred by 
the order barring creditors of R's 
estate. 


Rule on each defens 














(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 





a | 


Plan Statewide Conference on Juvenile 
Delinquency 


A statewide conference of law- 


yers interested in the juvenile | 





| cluding the members of Judge 


Lindeman’s State Bar Associa- 


delinquency problem will be held | tion committee which is made up 


at 8:15 p.m.“Buesday, February 
23, in Newark under sponsorship 
of the New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation’s committee on juvenile | 


of judges of various county ju- 
venile and domestic relations 
courts. 

One of the principal items on 


delinquency, it was -announced the agenda is discussion of a 
today by Essex County Juvenile | proposal for a uniform statewide 


Court Judge Harry W. Lindeman, 
chairman. 


| present, 


Invitations to the conference | 
have been sent to members of | 
juvenile delinquency committees | 
of all county bar associations. | 
About 440 leaders of the state’s | 
legal profession are expected, in- | 








Nominations and 
Confirmations 


| procedure for juvenile cases. At 
only Essex, Hudson, 
Union, Passaic and Bergen coun- 
ties have special court machinery 
for juveniles. In the other coun- 
ties, matters involving juveniles 
are handled by the county court, 
the bulk of whose work is con- 


| cerned with civil and criminal 
| matters. 


Acting Governor W. Steelman | 


Mathis sent the following nomi- 
nations to the Senate: 


| ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE | 


SUPREME COURT: ALBERT 
E. BURLING, to succeed him- 


self. HARRY HEHER to suc-'! 


ceed himself. 
JOSEPH L. 

to be a Judge of the Superior 

Court, to succeed himself. 
JOHN J. CREAN, of Camden, to 


SMITH, of Newark, | 


be Judge of the Camden Coun- | 


ty Court, to succeed Bartho- 

lomew A. Sheehan, resigned. 

In Executive Session in the 
Senate, 
tions were confirmed: 
WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS, 


the following nomina- 


of | 


Orange, to be Director of the} 


Division of Alcoholic Beverage 
Control, Dept. of Law and Pub- 
lic Safety, to succeed Dominic 
A. Cavicchia. 

WILLIAM F. KELLY, JR., of 
Jersey City, to be a member 
of the Civil Service Commiss- 
ion, Dept. of Civil Service, to 
succeed Lester H. Clee, resign- 
ed. 


Proponents of the suggestion 
believe that if juvenile courts 


| were set up in every county of 


the state, possible unequal treat- 
ment of juveniles would be elimi- 
nated. 








The 
New Lawyer’s 
Protective Policy 


This policy gives complete protec- 
tion to all lawyers, whether they 
are in General Practice, Title 
Specialists, Title Searchers, Negli- 
gence Atterneys, Patent Atterneys 
or in any other special field of law. 


You are insured under this policy 
against claims arising from any 
negligent act, any errer, er any 
omission occurring in the per- 
formance of any professional ser- 
vice rendered te your clients. 


Write today for descriptive 
pamphlet and schedule of rates 


FRED W. ANDRES 
COMPANY 














ALBERT E. BURLING, to be 1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Associate Justice of the Su- Newark 2, N. J. 
preme Court, to succeed him- |} watchell 2-2965 or MArket 4-1900 
self. 
——— = See 
Ce = PES { 
Ps — ee ~ 
Ig eg 
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EXAM 


ATTORNEYS’ 


‘Continued from page 5) 


27. X, by will ¢ 


ports that each witness had re- 
ceived from people who purport- 





his and 





sc Morse: las Bi ed to be friends of D; and (4) 
; ament, created the following p> genera] reputation for quar- 
rusts: relsomeness. 

a aor Sneriee DM SEasees $0)  wWaich, if any, of twee 4 
Id ~ 3 = £ Sa +at ; sa - 7? sapien is Se 
ld the residi e of his estate IN! classes of evidence should be 

rust and to collect gr income §sqmitted? 

-refrom and pay one-half of 299. P broucht a civil actior 

. » . od. H S c i AULIUCLL 
iid income to his widow, A, for asainst D for damaves arising 

life, and on her death to his out of an assault and battery 
In, B, for his life, and on B’s 


on Jan. 1, 1954. 


ith, the remainder to the dis- 


> er hiection 1e followin: 

tributees of C’s estate. A, B, and ae ee ‘8 slain 
ure living at the death of X. CVIGERCE vei o =— 

(1) Testimony by P that W 


_ directed his trustees to 


told P that D had said that he, 











yay the remaining one-half of - 
oad tice income to his widow, A, D, had struck P on Jan. 1, 1954; 
for her life, and on her death (2) A certified copy of > cael 
to his son, C, for his life, and victvion a _the Mercer County 
C’s death to pay the remaind- Court based on the same occurr- 
er in fee to the children of C, &@® 
in equal shares, and if none, or (3) A certified copy of a report 
uJ] the children of C should | by the Probation Officer of Mer- 
lie under the aze of 21 years,| cer County containing his con- 
the remainder in fee to D. clusion, on the basis of his in- 
“a you were consulted by the ee, that “D. is @ person 
executors of X’s estate as to the | °f Vicious character 
validity of these provisions, what (4) Testimony by D as to his 
vould vou advise them? own reputation. Rule on the ad- 
28 D is on trial for assault | ™Missibility of each of these items 
ind battery. The State, in prov- | Of evidence. 
ing its case, did not introduce 30. H and W were husband and 
iny evidence pertaining to D’s’| wife, and had been married 10 
eputation. D, however, in pre- | years. W was employed by X, a 
snting his evidence, offered sev- | physician. On Feb. 1, 1953, X 
‘ral witnesses who testified, over visite d the home of H and W. 
biection, as to D’s good reputa-| About midnight, after H had 
on. Upon rebuttal, the State of- | served a few drinks, all three 
fered evidence’ as to his bad} went to a diner and then return- 
haracter, which evidence con-' ed to the home of H and W. 
sisted of the following: (1) the: When X was leaving, about 1 
gersonal opinion of the wit-!A.M., he remarked: “I have no 
nesses; (2) particular facts that) wife tonight. Why don’t you 
each witness thought demon-|come with me?” W_ replied 
‘ated bad character; (3) re-|“Why not?” H offered no objec- 
— ere ee tion and W and X left the house 
together. At first. H considered 
Commercial Financing the episode a joke; but, when 
W did not return home in 20 
LOANS ON minutes, H became suspicious 
and drove 9 miles to the home 


Accounts Receivable 


»f X. where he found the house 

















Notes : Heh 
: in darkness and X’s car parked 
Chalten Siamgages in the driveway. Not being cer- 
Special Transactions Fa eimai iad aka leer t= 
ain whether W was inside, or 
Forwarders Protected what was going on, at about 2 
= A.M., H telephoned a friend, E, 
Factors & Note Buyers, to meet him, and they then 
inc. drove to the home of X, where 
188 Market St., Newark, N. J.{! H parked his car and kept the 
MI 2-2256-7 MA 2-8283 |) house under surveillance until 6 
A.M., during which time the 
exer aie house remained in total dark- 
ness. At 6:00 A.M., H and E saw 
light go on in the house, and 
>= W and X immediately emerged 
jITLE INSURAN F therefrom, got into X’s car, and 
drove off to a diner. H and E} 
AND followed them; and, at the diner, 
H introduced X to E and a 
policeman for purposes of iden- 
SEARCHES tification. 
H seeks your advice as to 
whether he is entitled to a judg- 


in All 
New Jersey Counties 


ment of divorce. Advise him. 
(Concluded next week) 


Pa 


The firm of Stein and Stein, 26 
Journal Sq., Jersey City, an- 
nounces that Howard Engel and 
Clement Rosen have become 
members of the firm, which will 
continue in the practice of the 
law under the firm name of 
Stein, Stein & Engel. 


CHELSEA TITLE and 
GUARANTY COMPANY 


MAIN OFFICE: 


Boardwalk National Bank Building 
Atlantic City, N. J. 


LA A SE LE AO TE TE a tae ani cel Nee ta 





Levenson & Levenson, Esaqs., 
400-38th Street, Union City, 
| announce that Louis J. Green- 
|berg, is now associated with 
‘their firm. 


Branch Offices throughout the State 
Plant Established 1888 














IT COSTS NO MORE 


TO HAVE YOUR DEPOSITIONS AND HEARINGS TAKEN BY AN EXPERIENCED 
Certified Shorthand Reporter 
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618 BLOOMFIELD AVE. 
MONTCLAIR, N. J 


MOntclair 3-5527 
(Day or night) 











years of experience in ALL TRENTON SERVICES 
including: 
and U.S. District Court judgment searching. 
oe including Tax information. 
Superior hancery) and “Uni ted States District Court 
Abstr eee and information 
SUPERIOR TITLE SEARCH COMPANY 


(W. Coe McKeeby) 
24 Branford Place Tel. MArket 3-4232 Newark 2, N. J. 
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Corporate 





_ Movie Censors From 
Six States Plan 
Model Law 


Say ’La Ronde’ Ruling 

Doesn’t Ban Regulation 

NEW YORK (ACCN)—‘Deter- 
mination to continue to bar ob- 
jectionable films in terms of our 
respective la was reaf- 
firmed by motion picture censors 
representing six at the 
conclusion of a two-day confer- 


uc’ 
Wwe 


state 


states 


ence in New York City. 

The censors maintained that 
recent rulings by the U. S. Su- 
preme court had in no way dis- 
puted the ‘constitutional rights 
of the states to exercise pre-regu- 


lation of motion pictures.” 


They decl 
of official pre-regulation of 
movies was approved in sub- 
stance by the court’s decisions 
on “The Miracle” and recently, 
“La Ronde” and “M.” 


ared that some form 


The censors’ 


the court’s unanimous ruling 
Jan. 18 against New York’s cen- 
sorship of the French feature, 
“La Ronde,’ on the ground that 
it was immoral, and against 
Ohio’s censorship of ‘““M” because 


this state said it tended to incite 


to crime. 

Although written 
were not handed down 
court, the basis of the rulings 
indicated that the laws under 
which New York and Ohio had 
refused to issue licenses to the 
films did not provide definite 
standards on what constituted 
an “immoral” picture or one that 
“incited” to crime. 


opinions 
by the 


Representing boards in Kan- 
Maryland, Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania, Virginia and New York 
the only states that have cen- 
sorship boards—15 censors met 
informally in a closed session at 
the motion picture division of 
the New York state education de- 
partment at the invitation of 
division director Hugh M. Flick 

A prepared statement said the 
group is currently devising a 
statute that would afford the 
various states the opportunity of 
preventing the public exhibition 
of obscene and immoral films. 

Dr. Flick said the court’s rul- 
ings on “La Ronde” and “M” 
recognized the need for some 
form of regulation, adding that 
these decisions needed further 
clarification and a court decision 
in another case would be neces- 
sary. He was confident, Flick 
said, that such a case would be 
forthcoming. 

The censors’ statement pointed 
out that while Associate Justices 
Douglas and Black had concur- 
red on the opinion, they also felt 
that it did not go far enough. 
They would have forbidden any 
censorship of motion pictures. 

Flick said the other justices 
did not go as far as Douglas and 
Black—“‘which would leave the 
inference that they did not 
agree.” It was therefore decided 
to consider formulation of the 
prospective statute, the state- 
ment concluded. 

About 50 cities also have movie 
censorship laws. 


Sas, 


S 





Title Company Opens 
2nd Office 


Title Guarantee and Trust 
Company has opened a Bergen 
County office at 19 Banta Place, 
Hackensack, it was announced 
today by William H. Deatly, 


| President. 


The company has acquired the 
title plants and _ records of 


| United States Mortgage and Title | 


Guaranty Company of New 
Jersey, including more than 50,- 
000 complete title examinations 
throughout the State of New 
Jersey and have reinsured its 
outstanding title insurance obli- 


gations. All future inquires re- 
lating to its title policies should 


be directed to Titie Guarantee 


and Trust Company. 


meeting followed | 








‘Pamphlet Laws Available 


At Essex Bar Library PSSEX COUNTY DISTRICT COUI 
‘ Al Tl} AL EQUIE »*MENT 


Two hundred (200) unbound 


copies of the Pamphlet Laws 
(N.J.) 1953 in three volumes are 





now ready for distribution to 

lawyers on a first come, first 3; 

served basis, gratis. i aaa Meta Shenk ee $a Baal “ae 
This “Service” is one of many =  yoN. as an n-resident debtor. f 

afforded to the lawyers of Essex | twilars, and that a Constable of the 


County and elsewhere by The | {oss °tcvici upon moneys. bole 
Essex County Law Library, oom | 070.03 deposit’ with the: ar 
B 10, Court House, High St., Highty-three and s3/100 (3183.83) 
Newark, N.J. thru the courtesy required to file your answer to the Pla 
and arrangements of Charles H.) 4). ?3th’ Avenue. wire 








h Ave New New 
Conaway,.Sr., ssex ‘County ‘Law | 7? fore Beainst ie pane 
Librarian. inder within twenty (20) days 
Announcement will be taken against ‘vou 
aa mene 2 TSADORE, H, COLTON 
The appointment of Samuel O.|, ,_ ,.,,, ,Sturmst Roane 
Offen, Bsq., as: counsel for the) ———____—__— - 
Lincoln Mutual Casualty Insur- fOCRT 
ance Company, 990 Broad Street, ; MENT 
Assli¢ 





Newark, N. J., was announced 
recently by Harry Lerner, Presi- 
dent of the Company. He began 
as attorney with the company in) m n he su 
November 1952 when it-was de- | cr ite creditors in creposuion tp, 
cided to establish Legal -DE- | Comsnes to tne Dek Amount. A 
partment in its Home Office. 


CREDITOR 
STORE, IN 
peas 









a 


LEGAL NOTICES 


JERSEY 
STATE 





TATE OF NEW 
DEPARTMEN'I OF 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
fo all to whom these presente may cume 
Greetin 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
xy duly authenticated record of the prucecu 
ngs for the vuiluntary dissolution therev! 
2y the unanimous consent of all ol stock- 
solders, deposited in my office, tha 

BASS! REALTY CORPOR ATION 
4 corporation of this State, whose princi 

! situated at No. 27 Main Street 

Towns! Millburn, ¢ nt ws Esse. 





‘ Jerse ( ra. I 
oeing the agent therein ‘and in charge meee 
ipou ee process may be served), has 
smplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jers preliminary to the 





issuing 





















f this Certit » of Dissolution. 
NOW, TH ORE, I, the Secretary of 
state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb) 
ertify that the said COLUtre ee did on the 
Second lay : br 1954, ir 
wy office a duly execute d al 1d attest ed « ynsent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
wration, executed by all the stockholders 
iereof, which said consent and the record n S. 
f the proceedings aforesgid are now on 5 > s al { 1 in 5 
ile in my said office as provided by law. as areny Jae. 
IN TESTIMONY WHDRBOF. 1 tion in iW ! 0 
have hereto set my hand and af- Seer nee AS be. Realty 
es . T rporati p ¢ J ‘ 
fixed my ° fh tal sea! at oe sa Satine 
Seal Al)., one th a nine hundred and MAAN hs add 2 
EDWARD J. PATTEN r aintif. 1 r 
Secretary of State, ‘ (Sa 
} 11 1s 2 $12 st) Lae 
STATHD OF NEW JERSEY 
MENT OF STATE 
CER OF DISSOLU TION a 
a u these presents may omé . 
: Ir 
- J rt) 
WHEREAS satisfacti 
yuu alithe the pro ceed: eS 





NOW, 
ite 


Stat 














New York and New Jersey 












Bank & Insurance Stocks 
Oil & Industrial Stocks 
Mutual Funds 


A. H. KOELLNER & CO. 
31 CLINTON ST. 
NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 
Telephone MArket 3-0190 








| ee | bx 











oe NOW IS THE TIME 
eoreraeeme a” : i = = 5 1954 TO SELL 
OF CHARLES H. COBURN, de- Your Property 





SAMUEL 


A PROPERTY SALES, Inc 


Real Estate Auctioneers 












eCOTE 








THB 
WAR 36 Commerce St. Newark 3 

oe ee Mitchell 3-0600 
allay: iS x ey 4 














BURPO COMPANY |e 
hotest [ints Fe3\@ 


192 MARKET STREE™, » EWARK,.N.J. 2Ann 


WE ARE EQUIPPED TO RENDER 
SERVICE Of ALL YouR PHOFOSTAT Meauinem ments 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICE LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 





NOTICES 

















Dated: February 4, 1954 BOF NEW JERSEY STATD OF NEW ERSEY January 18, 1954 Dated January 22, 1954 
HERINE ROBINSON, de- RTMENT OF SI ATE DEPARTMENT ¢ STAT! ESTATE OF FRANK J. FED, _ deceased. ESTATE OF SAM (SAMUEL) BORODKIN, 













ATE OF DISSUOLUTI 


m these presents may come,| To a t w. order of SAMUEL 5S 


of the County of Essex 
the application of the 
or of said deceased 

to the creditors of 
the subscriber 
eir claims and 
said deceased 
date, or they 
prosecuting or 
the subscriber 
N 


rATE Ee 

ON CERTIFICATE OF DIss rion Pursuant to the order of WILLIAM H. 

t m thes r come, RAWSON Actir Surrogate of the County 
on the application 
Executors of said 
y given to the 
to exhibit to the 
affirmation, their 
inst the estate of 
months from this 
\ forever barred from 
covert the same against 

















order of SAMUEL Ss 
¢ ¢ made. 








n the appiicati 
strator of said deceas- 

en to the creditors of in- 

t the ibseriber 

vir clai ms and 

said deceased 

date, or they i 
prosecuting or Mice 1s 























































































































































































































i against the subscriber n 
Ww. PHILHOWER St St s ETH PEE 
ILHOWER, Attorney : ne . ere CA A 
ge rocess 0 Attorney 
N. J c ( ; 
18, 25, Mar. 4. 12 ms, Gene 18, 25 
\ Jersey —-— 
Dated: | ruary 2. 1 4 s Certincate s Attorney 
mn a tO PHEREPO Dated: January 21, 1954 
ARTHUR H. SQUIER “| s State of the State of H NJ : ESTATE OF REBECCA MENCHER, de- 
. : SAMUI 3 r - 21. 28, Feb. 4, 11, 18 ceased. 
Lb : er ¢ a I I ae “SSeS Pursuant to the order of SAMUEL S. 
Ideas a — - u SAIBDPR, Su of the County of Essex, 
1 DUS CalkiEe ott gulee tes CPRTIFICATE OF RETIRDMENT this the application of the 
o 5 a ,de OF REDEEMABLE PREFERRED STOCK | un or of said deceased, 
s y given o the cre ao r no i y given to the creditors of 
to the aubscriber le | FORD, BACON & DAVIS, INCORPORATED | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
their < Sea neat my § } - FORD, BACON & DAVIS, INCORPORAT- | oath or affirmation, their claims and 
date ga canbe Y J orporation of the State of New is against the estate of said deceased, 
prosecutir : or at- ts President and Secretary, does x months from this date, or they 
_ the Shiseeae ee A jaieus ertify oreo. var thn prosecuting or 
BANK OF 7 = 3 Tiuat the pri neipal a of the rea inst the subscriber 
“SEWARK e i MD the ired J3 2xchange Place, in R ALEX ANDEI WAXMAN 
COOP] OAFFEY & WEBB -four eats } an ty-four. City, County of Hudson, & KRAUSS, Attorneys 
aaa é mi < sie D J. PATTEN I DW AR D: ‘I PATTI and that the agent ademy_ Street 
P of State . ecretary of stat ge thereof and upon eae 2 
3 ‘ 4, 1 8 $12.80 | L.J.——F i 18 $12.80 : the Corporation may J.—-Jan. 28. Feb. 4, 11, 18, 25 
A Ps a oe - — —_—— | BONE RE BARES iy —— is The Corporation Trust Com- SEED 
« | ERIOR COURT OF JERSEY 
STATD OF NEW JERSEY X COUNTY, CHAN : [VISION COND: That pursuant to authority con Dated: January 23, 1954 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY “ARTMENT OF STATi: | weap DOCKET SF -8 in the Certi » of Incorporation of | ESTATE OF JOSEPHINE 8S. COLEMAN, de- 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE ERT ATE OF DISSOLUTION | NOTI TO ABSENT Corporation and to the provisions of ceased i 
RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 1 to whom these presents may come,| 1H HALF DIME SAV » 14, Corporations, General, Chapter 8, Pursuant to the order of SAMUEL 8. 
tu whom these presents may come, tir ratio f ew J 1 Statutes of New Jersey (Revision) SAIBPR, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
VHEREAS a TONCHEN |] f 1937) and the various acts amendatory | this de. on the application of the 
wars to my satisfaction nk é thereof and supplemental thereto, by a) und g . Exec of said deceased 
h record of the proceed- ng -of | _ NEW Ik ily ee by the Board of ti “ to the creditors of 
ry dissolution thereof | PONCHEN « held on the 29th day 7) the subscriber 
I the stock- : my 26 shares of its issued aff eir claims and 
5 R | r eferred Stock were re- | «dy ‘ th f said deceased, 
1} & lt. 3. so that as of| with grisea from this date, or they 
ft s | issued and outstand-| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
Stock was reduced | recovering thie me the subscriber 
S of said Pref I IRS NA‘ ION. AL B NK “OF MONTCLAIR 
g riz by its Cer FRANCIS J. TANSEY, Attorney 
it gent herein i n r was iredt iced from 1.149 1120 South Orange Avenue 
S nr whom process may be i t of Newark 6, N. J 
vith the requiremen s E r f said! | Jan. 28 4. 31. 19, 26 
T ions, General, of Revi s- r « being | ——_—__ 
s Jersey, preliminary to amount of sania received 
t er ate of Dissolution THER j such shares, was charged Dated: January >, 1954 
THER } FORE. I. the Secretary of | = St 4 it of the capital of the OF ¢ AROI INE O. CARPENTER, 
the State of New Jersey, Do Herebs t th reby decreasing the capital 1 
at t m corporation did on the | 7 y H in said amount of $76.- to the of SAMUEL 8S. 
vy of Fet ary, 1954. n wo r - I te 9 ( unt y of Essex, 
july executed and attested consent I WITNESS WHEREOF. said FORD nade the application of the 
dissolution of said cor r the DAV [INCORPOR VTE I> has itors of sa deceased, 
, »y all the stockholders ted 2 ve signed by its is hereby xg to the creditors of 
r onsent and the record ‘ ie! and 8 corporate | said deceased, - to the su bscribers 
x the oresaid are now on fle tt! as fi this 24th lay of | under oath or firmat ieir claims id 
a > as vided by law Dime r, 19% demands axainst ‘the of eased, 
I STIMONY WHDREOF. 1! i! EVERETT S. COLDWELL, President ith months fro ym this date, or they 
: , ae set my hand and a y J HENRY F. STORCK, Secret l rever barred from tos ecuting or 
TTEST } recove 1 me against the subscribers. 
4 Ip n f| HENRY F. STORCK, Secretary JOHN a PHOMAS “CARI ENTER 
t la parties THR HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
WARD J. PATTI | who 1 the bon g the | STATE OF NEW YORK  ) CHANALIS, LYNCH & MALONEY, Attorneys 
to g f sS 9G tor stree 
8 $12.8 I. NT 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ste aiicis 
‘ IMPNY 
. I 
| EST rogate 
| PP made, 
3 
| da@ 
> AN 
H N.J 
” } L.d i ‘, 2 28 
: : 2 
} D 954 
} EST LENA (¢ 
ffi i 
R \ ) of 
| 
r S-RAHA 
Le 2 y AYER 
r f St I ey 
S $12.80 k 2 J 
SN ese ‘-2%,,.2 
S. GRII ] 54 
“ : r t oH 
RAWSON, A yf 
s HI "Ste I NA ~ 
g j j ’ I I \ IN PARK- 
R OF far - a hohe oF OF SET I m of 
k yd nts | 1, ; “head? 7 
oS — —|\ HARK ® ; : 
eae ie : ed ) 
+ — EI S 1 R.S >) ne or 1 \ D. Weiss Att 
S : g Essex, | 24:52-1 t g : Pata ga | Ed 28, Feb. 4 18 $20.58 
: rs of r ET A RKHURST ; e Essex Count r 
ei ‘ ; judg : ng FOSTER, Attorneys 4 ) > ME for ° 
s fr : r they “ lets ; P t Rs s rR 
zg or “S sake I IANE 
. = ’ ¢ a So - Sy | 
OUIS ORT iJ ah, 4 8. 2 $5.4 ‘ r Plaintiff 
¢ cibencedteatiatimntatamianecninianaiii ST 7 Stree 
2s | : Jers 
. I I 1 4 RAV 28 4, 11, 18 $5.1 
4 8, 25 Var t S ( Hous 
=P JULIUS AMSTER 
Y SIMANDL, Attorney WEISS ANI 
7 rier gi a 
. J i 28, Fe ‘. 22. 36 $5.46 
NOTICE: that tt rsigne - na 
NM 3 to the Essex County I COUNTY COURT 
ew sey, « I TI ISION 
igment a rizing 4 
ee of Mark M £ 
rk 2 Fe n, respectiv 
Mark Montag 4 
} € 
gap - : 
Street ‘ 
J. 
S 21, 28, Feb. 4 ‘ 
g NOTICE: That t Z i will TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERY 
a catior to the nt ‘ rt I AK NOTI } +} t the nd 
: rt | : Jers ADD the E 
10th 9 ys Peaches 
d t assul M n 5 ¥ 
MORRIS ALP 
‘ Ge = arbone, otherwise ! x 





n Barbone 





PG HANERMAN | ewark, ’ 
& SCHANERMAN, Attorners | BENJAMIN ARONS, Attorn« MORRIS 
AcE | 4 Brat ford Place, r 


I 
. wa b e vy OO 1 w. } LE: I 
#. 11.°18; 25. Mar: 4 ah - B, 25. Mar. 4 $5.46 J Jan. 21. 28, Feb. 4, 11 $5.46 LJ Ja 
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Survey of N. J. Law Ready 


NEWARK.- —The 19 1952-53 “Sur- 
vey of the Law of New Jersey,” 
annual examination of all phases 
of legal activity in the State by 
the faculty of the Rutgers School 
of Law, has been distributed as 
the winter number of the Rut- 
gers Law Review, Dean Lehan K. 
Tunks of the State University 
law school announced. 

Among the 22 articles is a 
“Review of the 1953 Legislative 
Year” by former Rutgers School 
of Law Dean Alfred C. Clapp, 
presently a Judge of the Supe- 
rior Court, and an analysis of 


the “The Work of the Judicial 
System: 1952-1953” by Professor 
David Stoffer. 

Other selections in the 288 


page issue of the legal journal 
treat significant matters in the 
development of substantive law 
and of legal practice and pro- 
cedure during the court year. 
The Survey is the first of three 
issues published by the Review. 


Announcements 


Parsons, Labrec que, Canzona & 
Combs announce that John War- 
ren, Jr. has become a member of 
the firm. 








Joseph J. Summerill 
merly with Starr, Summerill & 
Davis is now associated with the 


firm of Berry, Whitson & Berry | 


at 26 Main St., Toms River, N. J. 
and 23rd St. & Long Beach Blvd. 
Ship Bottom, N. J. 








NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 


17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services available to attorneys enly 








LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 














WANT 17] 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA | 


$13 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 








3rd,for- | 





| was assessed for partnership-in- 


| FEDERAL TAX NOTES 


BY 

HAROLD KAMENS 

INCOME TAXES 
FRAUD: Convicted for con- 
spiracy to defraud, defendant from 
alleges attendant publicity pre- who had been in the loan busi- 
cluded a fair trial. ness, a note which after several 
Held: Burden of proving a extensions was finally comprom- 

prejudiced atmosphere must be ised. 

specifically proved by defendant. Held: Since taxpayer was not 
Schino vs US., C.C.A. 12-2-53. in the loan business, the loss is 
ROSS INCOME: Plaintiff, an 





withdraw Form 870. Wayne vs 
| Glenn, Coll., D.C. 9-16-53. 
DEDUCTIONS: Upon her hus- 
band’s death, taxpayer received 
the estate of her husband 





| automobile dealer, purchased | Walker, C.C.A. 12-9-53. 
various automobiles at prices in, FRAUD: As a result of an| 
excess of OPA for which he seeks Unexplained increase of net 


worth as contrasted with tax 


credit as cost of gocds sold. 

Held: Excess cost is allowable 
as cost of goods sold. Harris vs. 
U. S., D. C. 11-16-53. 

COMPLAINTS: A_ complaint 
was filed with U. S. Commission- 
er, prior to expiration of six 
years, alleging that defendant 
evaded income taxes 

Held: A properly issued com- | 
plaint is sufficient to support a 


victed of fraud. 

Held: Net worth method 
adequate to establish fraud. Sos- 
ser vs U.S., C.C.A. 12-9-53. 

CRIMINAL PENALTIES: De- 
fendant, convicted of tax evas- 
ion, seeks a new trial on the 
ground that newly discovered 
evidence would probably have 
brought an acquittal. 





[eA ne ae i 
ne eae a Held: No proof that new evi- 
YEAR OF LOSS: Plaintiff sus- | dence was sufficient to change 
tained a casualty loss in 1938 raster U.S. vs Rutkin, C.C. 
which he settled with the wrong- ‘concen aicouie: a 
doer and claimed a loss for in Ri i ak aca silage 
1946. announced his retirement, the 
Held: Loss was finally deter- congregation of a clergyman in- 


| creased the fixed pension by $2,- 


mined in 1946. Callan vs. West- 


Ree . -an_r | 500.00. 
pgp eoneage teat > ee sors ._| Held: Excess was a non-tax- 
| GOOD WILL: In evaluating! apie gift. Hershman vs. Kavan- 
good will on the sale of a pro- augh, Coll, D. C. 6-29-53. 
| prietorship, Commissioner arbi- DEDUCTIONS: Taxpayer, a 


| trarily valued good will without | pysiness man, made a loan to a 








| considering the value of inven- |corporation of which he was a 

ber’4 | passive investor. 

| Held: Price paid in excess ey Held: Subsequent bad debt 

| merchandise should be good will. | was non-business. Fuller, 21 T.C. 

| Cohen vs. Kelm, Coll., D. C. 12- 

| 7-53. | Hudson Weekly Call 

| DEDUCTIONS: Taxpayer re-| , Ks ae 

: ° ef ° W ounty our 

| acquired from his wife insurance | cases a Weekly Call to be 

1 aday 1954, at 









| policies which he had previously | })"" 
|given her as a gift. As a cont, | #2 
sideration for the reassignment, 
taxpayer gave his wife interest | 
bearing notes. 

Held: Transaction lacked sub- 
stance. Hence, interest was not 


allowed. Woodward vs. US., C. 
C.A. 12-8-53. 
PARTNERSHIP: Taxpayer, a 


partner in a knitting concern, 





come which he did not receive, 
but which a deceased partner 
converted to his own use. 

Held: Partner is chargeable | 


"Hudson Pretrials 


Pre rial 


ines ost iu r 
D R (4 TOR 


| TI es | 
ot Ket 


with income whether distribut- i ba 2872, 
ed or not. Stovmen vs Comm., Mites 
C.C.A. 12-8-53. ters 

CLOSING AGREEMENT: Prior | Fe 70) 688. 9002. 
to its acceptance by the Comm.,| ; st. 899, 751. 
plaintiff withdrew a Form 870 a | 559, 579, 
which stated that it was merely | vis, susi, 67,645. Boas" S040) 877 


IUDGR 


JOSE Pb ay Seth 
6, 














BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 





Forwarders Recognized 





MORGAN CO. 





is | 


non-business. Campbell, Coll. vs. | 


returns filed, taxpayer was con- | 


| CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY | FOR RENT 






































DESK SPACE 





























































































SE R & TARY LEAVING. PARTNER LARGE PRIV ATE ROOM “OR ; 
Jersey City 2si 2 . edu- lawyer's suite Very reasonable. Ste, 
ated, experienced secretary Adequate - grapher’s service can be arranged. MA i 
ary thee benefits. Write qualications. OX a 
321 _— 
aise FOR SALE vO 
I.} RKSHIP AV AILABLE, MIDDLESPX - ~ 
pinty General Practice, : in eae on FOR SAI E N. J. LAW & EQUITY i ~ 
Labor experience. VA ley 6-6363. plete, tpts lst Second §S — 
gaia a pled OR ob —— 
EMPLOYMENT WANTED oe ‘erraxte LAW, BOOK Co Di 
At TOR NE Y SELF-EMPLOYED, EXPERI-| — ae ee = a ae 
cm Available on part time basis.) FOR SALE-—-N. J LAW (ve a oe 3 
Bas: ce Hauity (Vol. to 134), Mise Rep. (Vo EGL 
= —_ eee a sales o 22), Pamphlet Laws (20 V« to 144) oF 
ATTORNEY, ADMITTED 1949, "DESIRES ( ease ve Supplement & Statute Serr bein 
association with law firm or corporation. | {5 Vol.). Compiled St. and N.J. Digest 
Wide ge 1 experience: approved title at-| Vol.). Set of Corpus es including Anne stru 
torn L.B. Box 319 tions. All in good conditi F.O0.B. Atilar 
__| City. No reasonable offer ‘ref fused. Box 3) B a 
AT TORNE Y ELIABI AND CAPABLE, seve 
| R; soe ation w ih possibility of ex av 
banding 0 a and contributing ser- | _we Cooperate With Attorneys ae 
HAVE TAKEN JAN. BAR EXAM SEEK SARASOHN & co. join 
Pr aa ee FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE cont 
mE 7TR ae POLICYHOLDER 
EXPER. LEGAL STENO - ATTRACTIVE - eal Whe 
desir s position in oats N N w _Y! ge Union 786 Broad S ers 
Sma ee Newark 2, N. J. = 
beeeae’ MArket 3-3213-4 sepa 
FOR RENT ~ nes 
thou 
PRIVATE OFFICE IN LAWYER'S SUITE H i j n 
Secretary's services. MArket 2-3744. Fire Adjusting =a 
1 
PRIVATE, WPLL DECORATED OFFICE IN SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS aall 
awyer’s suite: furnished f ished, 
with us - waiti ing room & splendid ibrar IRVING M. MINION toge 
Secretarial service 6 c ° . ad 
ices optiona {Itchell 3-8181 Associated Adjusters tort 
es : 24 Commerce St., Newark 
' ~_) . 
1ge 
Judge Woods' Schedule | mitchell 2-171 MArket 2-5¢3 ‘es 
For January Session 14 
fea —_ nt 
Atlantic County ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED : 
Trial of Causes: March 1, 2, 3, 4, W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 
6:9; 20. Et 25: 16> 19. 18-722 : 
= T id 
23, 24, 25 . FIRE ADJUSTERS |. 
Motions and Pretrials: February FOR THE ASSURED 7 
26, March 5, 19, April 30 § CLINTON ST.. NEWARK Diai 
Burlington County Mitchell 2-4694-5 Solpes 
Trial of Causes: April 5, 6, 7, 8, fad 
19, 20, 21, 22, 26, 27, 28, 29 Samad 
Motions and Pretrials: March 12, | BArclay 7-2574 PLainfleld S-@581f] 
April Balan 
pril 2 SAMUEL K. PEARSON [20.0 
Cumberland County CONSULTING METEOROLOGIST} <:° (i 
Trial of Causes: February 15, 16, | Expert Witness 40 Yrs. N.Y. & N.J. Coury Bt olanc 
17,18, 23, 24,25 1217 Seuth End Parkway Kollide 
Motions and Pretrials: April 9 Plainfield, N. J. lan's t 
39 Cortland St., Room 1010, N.YCc.}i°* 
Gloucester County to ha 
Trial of Causes: Completed —Bin a Cc! 
Motions and Pretrails: February 35 YEARS EXPERIENCE tr 
19, April 23 APPRAISER : 
Salem County REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, Injurl 
ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX, result 


Trial of Causes: March 29, 30, 
31, April 1 


Motions and Pretrials. March 26 | 


— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 


M. R. LA? 
200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5, N. Jd. 


FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 



































ceermersivireeie MArket 3-1119 
Bankruptcies 
CASCONE, Emanuel J., ind. & t/a Cascone’s | a 
Flower Shop. . 73 Seasket St" “Pasceie | TEANECK AUCTION GALLERIES 
vol.; liab. 5. 588.67; assets $1,500; refr. 412 Cedar Lane, Teaneck, N. J- 
a ans & Ca ( a hill : gol aul R. Alexander. | Expert Appraisers and Liquidators of 
CLIFT achine 140 Logan | 
A , nie rsey ity: av y1.; refr. Weelans Estates and Personal Property since 
& Cahi solr ax tosenstein; 2-4. H 
POONER, Bruce R.. 6 Stuart Drive, Windsor 1937. Select Clientele. 
Park, South River; vol.; liab. $15,755.20; | Hl] Ref. Hackensack Trust Company 
ansetn f Si: eo ay Weelans & Cahill; | Peoples Trust Company 
m. ¢ Schil ing ; 2-4. | 
DURANTE, | Andrew 1117_- Sth St., [| B. Davis, Auct. Phone TE. 6-1304 
North Be rgen; liab. $5, 577.41 ; assets _ 
3: aut on: We elans & Cahill; solr. Maur- — 
FLAXMAN. Irvi ne ae a ft ayae Lunch- 
conett “igs itérson St on: vol Genuine Leather Furniture 
97 >: assets 500: sd 
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Jerome Yes 
je 2-39 


William, 
2 vol. 





‘Fairclough | 
$28,052.18; 

































Prompt — Accurate — Reasonable 


ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 
Courts. 

CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate 
standing. 

SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
Courts. 

INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 
Trenton. 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
ESSEX BLDG., TRENTON 8, N. J. 
NEWARK 2, N.J. Tel. TRenton 6-8439 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 ; 


TALEUENTTOPETRTUSRECTEOTOAUET NOU A ATAETOSOUATATEOOUOOERUOEOTUOR EET 
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TITLE ATTORNEY 


MALE OR FEMALE, FOR POSITION WITH 
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY. STATE AGE, 
BACKGROUND AND SALARY. 


Address N. J. Law Journal, Box 309 














‘3000, 3041. 3058, 
7 


2890, 


"2991, 








Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 3lst) 
New York 1, N. ¥. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 




















an offer to close rather than ie ebruary 15th_-283 F ret. "ee slans & Cahill: | 
: 631. 2888. 3061 r & Schneider: 1- 
closing agreement. | goer 40a 3tee fs ap OW Kindle Ae. 
: , a “ee February 1 281, 3039, 612, 665, 2715, vol.; liab. $14,406.81; refr. i 
Held: Taxpayer was free to) Siren H04, 2798), 640, 3031, 2985; Adolph Stern :) 1-27. Styles for 
614, 3013, 3000, 748. 744. ‘ le, ae & t/a Joyce's Child- yie 
' ; g 2929, en's We ar STSSs's Ave. citte Reception Rooms 
3245 3 139.38 assets . 
#9), solr. Jos. B. Kauffman. | | We Will ffices - Homes 
363), 626 E. Vi R h bili 
a1. 290s) | ONL Pe ey ge ehabilitate 
an - Peter Davidow: YOUR OFFICE FURNITURE 
‘t El si T * eg — tman., Low Factory Prices 
t . e « ortm ders 4 
60 PARK PL. L's lab, $24,900 0 assets $1,700; RECOVERED - REFINISHED 
NEWARK 2, N. J. - Wee aus & Cahill: solr. Harry ¢ WORK FULLY GUARANTEED 
Mitchell 2-6534 VAN DUREN Reena 213 | River St. Eatimatea Cheerfully Given 
Hackensack lL: b.. aes: 
£400: refr ost assets | JERSEY CHAIR Co. Inc. 
x rdoin; 
VAN DUREN, John H.. 213 River st.,|/q 9 CNver Street Cowart, 9. 4 
lackensack ol : Hab. $7,208.07: assete | 
EapemE ea nBh AT 208.01 aaa MArket 2-8292 


« Corbin: 1-2 























LAWYERS CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 


A sound company known for its courteous 
and cooperative attention to attorneys. 





. 
. 





Titles insured throughout New Jersey on the 
certification of authorized attorneys. 








A New Jersey Corporation—Organized 1928 


Serving New Jersey 
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_ *_ 
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7 NELSON PLACE NEWARK, N. J. 
| Mitchell 2-7875 























